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“ Wm. Hauch, Benton Harbor, Mich.” ; “ W. C. Harrington R-3 Benton Harbor,
Mich.” ; “Perry Spink Benton Harbor Mich.”; “Reuben F. Kniebas Coloma
Mich.”; “Ewald Brenner R-2 Watervliet Mich.” The remainder were
unlabeled.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it contained added poisonous
and deleterious ingredients, arsenic and lead, in amounts that might have
rendered it injurious to health.

On December 18, 1934, the Sunkist Pie Co., Chicago, Ill., having appeared as
claimant and the cases having been consolidated, judgment of condemnation
was entered and it was ordered that the product be released under bond, con-
ditioned that it should not be disposed of contrary to the provisions of the
Food and Drugs Act and all other laws.

M. L. WrsonN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

24177. Adulteration of apples. U. S. v. 44 Bashels of Apples. Default
decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D. no. 35097. Sample
no. 25368-B.)

Examination of the apples involved in this case showed the presence of arsenic
and lead in amounts that might have rendered them injurious to health.

On November 26, 1934, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 44 bushels of apples
at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate com-
merce on or about November 21, 1934, by Root & Son, from Bangor, Mich., and
charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was
labeled in part: *“ Root & Son Bangor, Mich, * * * Starks Delicious.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it contained added poisonous
and deleterious ingredients, arsenic and lead, in amounts that might have
rendered it injurious to health.

On January 19, 1935, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WILsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

24178. Adulteration of frozen egg U. S, v. Swift & Co. Plea of guilty.
Fine, $250. (F. & D. no. 26681 I. S. no. 9167.)

This case was based on an interstate shipment of frozen eggs which were
found to be in part decomposed.

On December 22, 1931, the United States attorney for the Northern Dis-
trict of Texas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the district court an information against Swift & Co., a corporation, trading
at Fort Worth, Tex,, alleging shipment by said company in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act on or about May 5, 1930, from the State of Texas into
the State of Maryland of a quantity of frozen eggs which were adulterated.
The article was contained in cans labeled in part: “American Albumen Cor-
poration Frozen Eggs * * * New York-Dallas Mixed Eggs.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it comsisted in whole or in
part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance.

On January 11, 1935, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defendant
company, and the court imposed a fine of $250.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

24179. Adulteration and misbranding of canned oysters. U. S. v. Anticich
Packing Co., Inc. Plea of guilty. Fine, $100. (F. & D. no. 27545.
I. S. no, 11166.)

This case was based on interstate shipments of canned oysters which were
found to contain excessive brine. Examination showed further that the weight
of the drained meat was less than 5 ounces, the weight declared on the label.

On March 29, 1934, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Mississippi, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court an information against the Anticich Packing Co., Inc., Biloxi,
Miss., alleging shipment by said company on or about April 1, 1931, from the
State of Mississippi, via New Orleans, La., into the State of Oregon, of a
quantity of canned oysters which were adulterated and misbranded in viola-
tion of the Food and Drugs Act as amended. The article was labeled in part:
(Can) “American Beauty Oysters Net Contents 5 Ounces Oyster Meat Packed
by Anticich Packing Company, Inc. Biloxi, Miss.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that excessive brine had been
mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its
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quality and strength, and had been substituted in part for oyster meat, which
the article purported to be.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements, “ Oysters” and
“Net Contents 5 Ounces Oyster Meat”, borne on the label, were false and
misleading, and for the further reason that the article was labeled so as to
deceive and mislead the purchaser, since the said statements represented that
the article consisted wholly of oysters and that each of the cans contained 5
ounces of oyster meat; whereas it did not consist wholly of oysters, but did
consist in part of excessive brine, and each of said cans did not contain 5
ounces but did contain a less amount. Misbranding was alleged for the further
reason that the article was food in package form and the quantity of the con-
tents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On February 28, 1935, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defend-
ant company, and the court imposed a fine of $100.

M. L. WiLson, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

24180. Adulteration of oysters. U. S. v. Wallace M. Quinn (The Wallace
. Qainn Coé). Plea of molo contendere. Fine, $25 and costs.
(F. & D. no. 29342, 1. S. nos. 43251, 43252.)

This case was based on an interstate shipment of oysters which were found to
contain added water.

On May 2, 1934, the United States attorney for the District of Maryland,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district court
an information against Wallace M. Quinn, trading as the Wallace M. Quinn
Co., Crisfield, Md., alleging shipment by said defendant in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act, on or about December 21, 1931, from the State of Maryland into
the State of Pennsylvania, of a quantity of oysters which were adulterated.
The art(iic,l’e was labeled in part: “ Packed By The Wallace M. Quinn Co. Cris-
field, Md.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that water had been mixed and
packed therewith so as to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality
and strength, and in that an added substance, water, had been substituted in
part for the article.

On January 9, 1935, the defendant entered a plea of nolo contendere, and
the court imposed a ﬁne of $25 and costs.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

24181. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. Eustis Cooperative Creamevy Co.
Plea of guilty. Fine, $50. (F. & D. no. 29414. Sample no. 10397-A.)

This case was based on an interstate shipment of butter that contained less
than 80 percent by weight of milk fat.

On August 8, 1933, the United States attorney for the District of Nebraska,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district court
an information against the Eustis Cooperative Creamery Co., a corporation,
Bustis, Nebr., alleging shipment by said company on or about May 3, 1932,
from the State of Nebraska into the State of New York, of a quantity of
butter which was adulterated.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that a product containing less
than 80 percent by weight of milk fat had beeh substituted for butter, a product
which should contain not less than 80 percent of milk fat as required by the
act of Congress of March 4, 1923, which the article purported to be.

On March 4, 1935, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defendant
company, and the court imposed a fine of $50.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

24182, Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v. Paul A. Schulze
Co. Plea of nole contendere. Fine, $300. (F. & D. no. 29525, Sample
nos. 10940-A, 10941-A, 34880-A, 34884-A.)

This case was based on interstate shipments of butter that contained less
than 80 percent by weight of milk fat.

On February 5, 1934, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court an information against the Paul A. Schulze Co., a corporation,
St. Louis, Mo., alleging shipment by said company in violation of the Food and
Drugs Act as amended. on or about May 19, 1932, from the State of Missouri
into the State of New York, and on or about January 24 and February 4, 1933,
from the State of Missouri into the State of Pennsylvania, of quantities of
butter which was adulterated and misbranded. The article was labeled in



